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Q. Well, are your terms negotiable, or are
they just parameters?

The President. No, theyre the param-
eters. The negotiations, in other words, have
to occur within them.

Q. So East Jerusalem could be negotiated
more?

The President. No. I do not want to talk
more about this. They understand exactly
what I mean. Both sides know exactly what
I mean, and they know exactly what they still
have to do, and that’s enough right now.

Thank you.

NoTE: The President spoke at 12:37 p.m. in the
James S. Brady Press Briefing Room at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to Prime Min-
ister Ehud Barak of Israel; Chairman Yasser
Arafat of the Palestinian Authority; President
Hosni Mubarak of Egypt; President Kim Dae-
jung of South Korea; President-elect George W.
Bush; and Gen. Colin Powell, USA (Ret.), and
Condoleeza Rice, incoming Bush administratioin
nominees for Secretary of State and National Se-
curity Adviser, respectively. A tape was not avail-
able for verification of the content of these re-
marks.

Statement on Census 2000
December 28, 2000

Today I am pleased to receive from the
Department of Commerce the first data re-
leased from Census 2000, our country’s 22d
decennial census. I congratulate Secretary
Norman Mineta, Secretary William Daley,
and Census Bureau Director Kenneth
Prewitt for their leadership in Census 2000,
the longest continuous scientific effort in
American democracy. Since 1790, these data
collected during each decennial census help
to tell the ongoing story of America, its rich
heritage and broad diversity. Most impor-
tantly, I want to thank the American people
for their participation in Census 2000. With
their help, the country is better equipped to
meet the needs of every American and the
challenges in the 21st century.
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Statement on Efforts To Improve
Relations With North Korea

December 28, 2000

For several years, we have been working
with our east Asian allies to improve relations
with North Korea in a way that strengthens
peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula.
We have made substantial progress, includ-
ing the 1994 Agreed Framework, which froze
North Korea’s production of plutonium for
nuclear weapons under ongoing international
inspections, and the 1999 moratorium on
long-range missile tests. I believe new oppor-
tunities are opening for progress toward
greater stability and peace on the Korean Pe-
ninsula. However, I have determined that
there is not enough time while I am Presi-
dent to prepare the way for an agreement
with North Korea that advances our national
interest and provides the basis for a trip by
me to Pyongyang. Let me emphasize that I
believe this process of engagement with
North Korea, in coordination with South
Korea and Japan, holds great promise and
that the United States should continue to
build on the progress we have made.

Our policy toward North Korea has been
based on a strong framework developed at
my request by former Secretary of Defense
William Perry and carried out by Secretary
of State Madeleine Albright and Special Ad-
viser Wendy Sherman. We have coordinated
each step forward with our allies the Repub-
lic of Korea and Japan. The engagement pol-
icy of President Kim Dae-jung and his per-
sonal leadership have spurred this process
and earned the world’s admiration. Taken to-
gether, our efforts have reduced tensions on
the Korean Peninsula, improved prospects
for enduring peace and stability in the region,
and opened an opportunity to substantially
reduce, if not eliminate, the threat posed by
North Korean missile development and ex-
ports.

This past October, when DPRK Chairman
Kim Chong-il invited me to visit his country,
and later when Secretary Albright traveled
to Pyongyang, Chairman Kim put forward a
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serious proposal concerning his missile pro-
gram. Since then, we have discussed with
North Korea proposals to eliminate its mis-
sile export program as well as to halt further
missile development. While there is insuffi-
cient time for me to complete the work at
hand, there is sufficient promise to continue
this effort. The United States has a clear na-
tional interest in seeing it through.

Executive Order 13184—Revocation
of Executive Order 12834

December 28, 2000

By the authority vested in me as President
of the United States by the Constitution and
laws of the United States of America, includ-
ing section 301 of title 3, United States Code,
and sections 3301 and 7301 of title 5, United
States Code, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Executive Order 12834 of January 20,
1993, “Ethics Commitments by Executive
Branch Appointees,” is hereby revoked, ef-
fective at noon January 20, 2001. Employees
and former employees subject to the com-
mitments in Executive Order 12834 will not
be subject to those commitments after the
effective date of this order.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
December 28, 2000.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., January 2, 2001]

NotE: This Executive order will be published in
the Federal Register on January 3, 2001.

Statement on Signing the National
Moment of Remembrance Act

December 28, 2000

Today I am pleased to sign S. 3181, the
“National Moment of Remembrance Act,”
which designates 3:00 p.m. local time on Me-
morial Day each year as the National Mo-
ment of Remembrance, in honor of the men
and women of the United States who died
in the pursuit of freedom and peace. The
Act also establishes a White House Commis-
sion on the National Moment of Remem-
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brance, to coordinate and encourage com-
memorative events on Memorial Day each
year, and a Remembrance Alliance, to assist
the Commission in promoting the observ-
ance of the Memorial Day holiday and orga-
nizing an annual White House Conference
on the National Moment of Remembrance.

Each Memorial Day, the Nation honors
those Americans who died while defending
our Nation and its values. While these heroes
should be honored every day for their pro-
found contribution to securing our Nation’s
freedom, they and their families should be
especially honored on Memorial Day. The
observance of a National Moment of Re-
membrance is a simple and unifying way to
commemorate our history and honor the
struggle to protect our freedoms.

This Act recognizes in law a commemora-
tion begun on Memorial Day in May 1997,
when “Taps” was played at 3:00 p.m. on
many radio and television stations across the
Nation as Americans paused to remember
the men and women who have lost their lives
in service to our country. This past May, both
a Congressional Resolution and a Presi-
dential Proclamation called for the observ-
ance of a National Moment of Remem-
brance. It is my hope that the establishment
of the National Moment of Remembrance
in law, along with the creation of the White
House Commission, will promote greater un-
derstanding of the meaning of the Memorial
Day holiday for all Americans.

In signing this Act, I note that the Appoint-
ments Clause of the Constitution requires
that all Federal officers exercising executive
authority be appointed in conformity with
that Clause. Because the Secretary of the
Smithsonian Institution—who would be a
member of the Commission—is not so ap-
pointed, he may not exercise significant gov-
ernmental authority on the Commission but
may directly participate in the ceremonial or
advisory functions of the Commission. More-
over, because the members of the Remem-
brance Alliance are not appointed in con-
formity with the Appointments Clause, they
must remain under the supervision of the



